The following extracts are some of the main factors in the problem of historical tradition regarding early Christian origins and early Christian beliefs. Brandon covers the topic well and reveals some of the major problems regarding church history. Historical evidence from this period contradicts later church history based upon disinformation and a lack of historical evidence in the NT relating to the destruction of Jerusalem by Titus, on Aug 29 AD.70; and the later capture of Masada in AD.73 and the destruction and the deportation of the Zealot factions by the 10th Legion after a two year siege. The main thrust here is that political forces were the major factors in these developments as the Zealots were attempting to overthrow Roman rule in Judea.
( eteron eidos lhston ) One group known as Sicarri and the other known as the ( stifos eteron ponerwn ) i.e. the decievers who led people out into the desert. Brandon raises the question were the forty people mentioned in 21, 30 .) Sicarri? Acts.23:12 "When it was day the Jews made a plot and bound themselves by an oath neither to eat nor drink till they had killed Paul.13 There were more than forty who made this conspiracy. 14 And they went to the chief priests and elders, and said, "We have strictly bound ourselves by an oath to taste no food till we have killed Paul. 15 You therefore, along with the council, give notice now to the tribune to bring him down to you, as thought you were going to determine his case more exactly. And we are ready to kill him before he comes near." 21But do not yield to them; for more than forty of their men lie in ambush for him, having bound themselves by an oath neither to eat nor drink until they have killed him, "Tell no one that you have informed me of this". 30And when it was disclosed to me that their would be a plot against the man, I sent him to you at once, ordering his accusers also to state before you what they have against him."
Lhstwn were also known as imposters, shmeia= signs. *Ananus a ( Sadduccee ) High Priest was the son of a distinguished High Priest he called a meeting of the Sanhedrin to try James and others charged with breaking the Law, he was convicted, stoned, and then clubbed to death at the Jerusalem Temple in AD.62. In Antiquities XX 197-200 Josephus refers to James as the brother of Jesus. Ananus is rebuked by Albinus and removed from the High Priesthood due to the complaints against him by the Jews in Jerusalem. He is replace by Agrippa see Jos Ant. XX 200-3. Hegesipus a Christian writing in the second century BC. stated that James could enter the sanctuary in the Temple and he had taken Rechabite and Nazarite vows, ( Epiphanius also mentions that James had taken Nazarite vows that he was called dikaios the just and that he was also called wblias = the rampart of the people and righteousness.) Pas o laos the whole people were in danger of expecting Jesus to arrive as the Messiah. James wore the sudonas or white linen in the Temple, Epiphaneus also states James wore the Mitre of the high priest; Epiphaneus was a bishop in Salamis on Cyprus who died in AD 403( see is apologetic also its thesis is the spread of the faith among the gentile nations and the chief cities of the Roman empire. ( Epistles of Paul ) provide the earliest evidence of Christianity. * Paul removes the historical Jesus and substitutes his spiritual ideology. He therefore removes Jesus completely from politics he becomes esoteric it is ( oi arcontes twn tou aiwnos ) daemonic rulers of this world age who rule and who crucify the Lord of Glory ( Pauls words ) ton kuriou ths doxhs. Paul was in opposition to those who taught another gospel see ( Gal.1:6-8 ) Paul's authority was rejected by his opponents, in fact he was called thatabortion. Paul was not an Apostle ( Gal1:13-17 ) The Pillars of the Jerusalem church known as stuloi were Jesus Cephas /Peter/ and John. Paul names James first as sign of his authority over Peter. Peter eg. submits to James representatives when they come to see him in Antioch. (much to Paul's anger) * the question of course is why is their no information as to how James became leader of the Jerusalem church? Paul describes James as (Gal 1:19) 
Iakwbou tou adelfou tou Kuriou * This is the only reference in the New Testament that the rule of the Church passed to the brother of Jesus
Peter was the leader of the Church up to his imprisonment in AD.40-44 by Agrippa 1st. Paul met James in Jerusalem in AD.37-38 if his conversion is dated to AD.34. James had to deal with the obvious reality that under Paul the conversion of the Gentiles was becoming if not already so, a fait accompli in Antioch. Jesus however, was definately anti-Gentile. see Paul is sent to Rome after being imprisoned for two years in Ceasaria by Florus after the High Priest and his agent testify against him and after forty men attempted to murder him in Jerusalem; he was, it seems involved in violent political struggles. Paul according to tradition was sent to Rome and there probably killed on orders of the Emperor. Members of the Jerusalem church were known for being zealous of the law ie. they were Nazirites and were Jews. In Alexandria at this time the Jewish population is given by Philo as at least 1,000,000 and was according to Acts.18:24-26 a center of defective Christianity,ie. it was the center of Jewish Christianity or Judaism according to the followers of James ie. these people were merely a Jewish sect not Christians. 
Markan Gospel: An Apologia ad Christiano Romanos
Mark was the first Gospel to be written and therefore we need to know two things, one, why was it written, and two when was it written. According to Brandon it was written in Rome in AD.75 in other words it was written at the very important time of the destruction of Judea. It seems to have been written in Rome as the Latinisms in the text are also supported by a strong tradition that it was written in Rome. In AD.71 Vespasian ordered all Jews to pay tribute to Rome in leu of the Temple tax which they had earlier paid to Jerusalem; this poll tax was 2 drachmas annually. Mark mentions the Temple curtain was torn from top to bottom when Jesus was killed Mark.15:38 Jewish legend states that Titus cut it with his sword when he entered. ( Gittin. 56b.in S.B. Kommentar 1, 1044, pp.946ff ) Eisler, in his King Jesus 1,161-2 and notes. Titus ordered the whole city destroyed and razed to the ground, only three towers were to be left behind. see, Josephus War VII:1-3 *** certain old Mss in Latin give iudes zelotes for Qaddaios in Mark.3:18. The word Zealot or in Aramaic Canana which transliterated into Gk is Kananatou ( Mark.3:18 ) why does Mark not explain this title? ( O Zhlwths ) given later by Luke see Lukes lists ( Luke. 6:15 ) ( Acts. 1:13 ) Luke wrote 15y after Mark therefore he could state what Mark was afraid to record at an earlier time. Mark's tendenz is to avoid any reference which reminds the readers of the correlation between the followers of Jesus and the Zealots. Mark also does not explain why Jesus was charged by the High Priest with attempting to destroy the temple but was crucified by the Romans on the charge of sedition. He was arrested by an armed force which John significantly calls a "Cohort" a specific term for a very large Roman force ie. about 400 to 600 men. (speiran) Matt. however only mentions Jewish authorities as bieng involved. Mark therefore, has ignored this fact.
Their is no evidence outside the Gospels for the release of a Roman prisoner on the request of the populace. ( Josephus makes no mention of this incident ) and it is therefore probably false. John does not mention it either. Is there a connection between Bar Abbas and Jesus? ie. a political and religious attack against Rome? which is not truly described? Paul in Romans.11:17ff states clearly that the Gentile Christians are a wild olive shoot grafted contrary to nature into the cultivated Olive tree. Mark uses the Roman term centurion ie. Kenturiwn to describe the conversion of the Roman officer this seems a rather apologetic story designed to serve his purposes. Mark.14:28, 16:7., and Matt.28:7, 10, 16 . Luke however, states it occured in Jerusalem on the Mount of olives Luke.24:49., and Acts. 1:4., Is Mark here attempting to avoid the implication that Jesus was in Jerusalem at the time of the great disturbance in the city? so he had the parousia appear in Galilee. Luke was perhaps written in Archae by a Pauline Christian who opposed the Jewish Christians in Alexandria as in Acts.18:26 where Paul's friends need to expound the way of God more carefully to the Alexandrian Apollos Eusebius states that Luke was a native of Antioch see "Hist Eccl.III.IV.6., Brandon feels Mathew was written in Alexandria for the following reasons.
The concept of the Pacific Christ
 very strong Jewish community there  Long tradition of association with the Jewish centre in Jerusalem  Paul never attempted to preach there  Peter played some important part in its formation  It was the second largest city with a Jewish pop outside Jerusalem 1,000,000 according to Philo. Brandon claims that Jesus must have denied the validity of giving any tribute to Rome as he was supported by the people who hated Romans and he also had Zealots in his inner circle. see pp.346-7. He also made a triumphal entrance into the city upon an Ass as a fullfillment of the scripture regarding the Messianic King and this was followed by an attack upon the Temple. John does not describe who was crucified with Jesus why not? the word used in the other Gospel accounts for these two men is the Roman term for Zealots ie. lestes a term of contempt. 
Jesus and the Zealots

